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REMARKS 

Introduction 

Independent claim 2 is pending in this application. Claim 2 is amended herein as part of 
an effort to expedite prosecution and issuance of a Notice Of Allowance. No other reason should 
be attributed to the amendment of claim 2. Support for the amendment of claim 2 can be found 
in the specification at page 9, lines 1-4 and in Fig. 2. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

In the Office Action, claim 2 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Fuiita et al. (US 6,604,268). 

The arguments presented in Applicant's responses dated July 26, 2007, and January 15, 
2008, are incorporated herein by reference. It is respectfully submitted that Fuiita et al. fails to 
disclose the tool means, the turn means or the tool member of claim 2. See Applicant's last two 
responses, and further arguments made herein. 

Claim 2 is amended herein to expedite issuance of a Notice of Allowance. Amended 
claim 2 requires: 

"a turn means for tilting an axis of the tool means and the core wire 
by an angle of a degrees with respect to an axis of the coaxial 
cable to thereby turn the tool means;" 

Nowhere does Fujita et al. disclose "a turn means for tilting an axis of the tool means and the 
core wire by an angle of a degrees with respect to an axis of the coaxial cable to thereby turn the 
tool means." As discussed in the specification at page 8, line 24 through page 9, line 6, the 
outer-side insulator layer 5 of the cable 1 is stripped from the cable 1 exposing the "terminal 
portion" of the cable 1 . The terminal portion includes the core wire 2 and is supported by a tool 
means 1 1, as shown in Fig. 2. The tool means supports the terminal portion of the cable, and the 
axis of the tool means is tilted while the terminal portion of the cable remains supported by the 
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tool means. Therefore, as shown in Fig. 2, the tool means 1 1 and the core wire 2 are both tilted 
by an angle with respect to the axis of the coaxial cable 1, as required by amended claim 2. 
Fujita et aL fails to disclose this feature, and therefore the § 102(e) rejection of claim 2 should be 
withdrawn. 

In the Office Action and the Advisory Action, the Examiner identified Fig. 26 of Fujita et 
aL as showing turn means. Fig. 26 of Fujita et al. shows punches 3 1 inclined at an angle with 
respect to the axis of the cable. Fujita et al. teaches "widening an end portion of a conductive 
sheath, (preferably substantially in radial direction) by at least one pair of punches". See column 
3, lines 25-30. The punches 3 1 are brought toward the wire from a radial direction in order to 
depress the conductive sheath. Fujita et al . does not show any "means for tilting an axis of the 
tool means and the core wire by an angle. . .with respect to an axis of the coaxial cable" as 
required by amended claim 2. Furthermore, Fujita et al. 's disclosure of the use of punches to 
widen the conductive sheath not only fails to disclose the apparatus of claim 2, but also teaches 
away from this claimed feature. Therefore the rejection to claim 2 under § 102(e) should be 
withdrawn. 

It is further submitted that Fujita et al. fails to disclose the following feature of amended 
claim 2: 

"a tool means for axially stripping an outer-side insulator layer in 
a terminal portion of the coaxial cable by a predetermined length 
and supporting the stripped terminal portion of the coaxial cable." 

In the Advisory Action, the Examiner argued that Fig. 15(d) of Fujita et al. shows stripping with 
4a supporting. Fig. 15(d) of Fujita et al. shows the outer insulator layer of the wire being 
stripped, but does not show the terminal portion (the stripped portion) of the cable being 
supported. Rather Fig. 1 5(d) of Fujita et al. shows the wire being supported on the end opposite 
of the terminal end. As discussed at column 14, lines 28-47, Fujita et al. discloses a clamp 4a to 
hold the cable B while peeling blades 6a make a cut in the insulation coating S2. Fujita et al. 
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discloses a nozzle 5 a for removing the cut insulation "to expose an end of a conductor, a core 
wire or a woven sheath", but does not disclose that this exposed end is supported by any means. 
Fujita et al. fails to disclose "a tool means for axially stripping an outer-side insulator layer in a 
terminal portion of the coaxial cable. . .and supporting the stripped terminal portion of the coaxial 
cable", and therefore the rejection to claim 2 under § 102(e) should be withdrawn. 

Still further, it is submitted that Fujita et al. fails to disclose the following feature of 
amended claim 2: 



In the Office Action and the Advisory Action, the Examiner identified Fig. 16 of Fujita et al. as 
showing an outer-side cylindrical member and an inner-side cylindrical member. As discussed at 
column 14, last paragraph, and shown in Fig. 16 of Fujita et al , a suction nozzle 5a is introduced 
to the end of the cable and cutting blades 6a are brought into contact with the wire by a cam 
follower 117 which is a caster. The suction nozzle 5a and cam follower 117 cannot be 
considered to be an inner-side and outer-side cylindrical member, respectively, as defined in 
amended claim 2. As clearly shown in Fig. 16 of Fujita et al. , the suction nozzle 5a is not 
supported inside the cam follower 117, which is unlike the invention of claim 2 where the inner- 
side cylindrical member is supported inside the outer-side cylindrical member. Since Fujita et al. 
fails to disclose this feature, the rejection to claim 2 under § 102(e) should be withdrawn. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that for any one of the four reasons detailed above the 
invention defined in claim 2 is patentable over the device described in Fujita et al. 

It is respectfully requested that the rejection to claim 2 under § 102(e) be withdrawn. 



"the tool member is comprised of an outer-side cylindrical 
member... and an inner-side cylindrical member axially 
supported... inside the outer-side cylindrical member and 
supporting the stripped terminal portion of the coaxial cable." 
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Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is respectfully submitted a full and complete 
response has been made. The claim is in condition for allowance, and allowance of the claim is 
respectfully requested. 



This Amendment is being filed with a Request for Continued Examination and fee of 
$405.00. If any other fees are due, the Director is hereby authorized to charge them to, or to 
credit, Deposit Account 08-2442 of the undersigned. 



If the Examiner has any further questions or concerns, the Examiner is invited to contact 
the Applicant's undersigned attorney/agent. 



Respectfully submitted, 
HODGSON RUSS LLP 
Attorneys for Applicants 




Date: February 1 5, 2008 Rachel S. Watt 

Reg. No. 46,186 

HODGSON RUSS LLP 
The Guaranty Building 
140 Pearl Street, Suite 100 
Buffalo, New York 14202-4040 
Tel: (716) 856-4000 
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